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INTRODUCTION
{tc "INTRODUCTION " \l 2}The California Department of Transportation (Department) and
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in coordination with the I-5 Consortium Cities Joint
Powers Authority (JPA), is currently studying alternatives to widen the existing six lane Interstate 5
(I-5) facility by adding High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes and/or general purpose lanes. 

The I-5 Corridor Improvement Project (see Figure 1, Project Location) proposes improvement of the
I-5 freeway from SR-91 to I-605.  Beginning in December 1995, the Department and FHWA initiated
preparation of a Major Investment Study (MIS) for the I-5 freeway between SR-91 and SR-710.  The
goal of the MIS was to develop a cost effective, multimodal transportation improvement strategy that
substantially increases capacity and improves safety and efficiency, while protecting the best interests
of the adjacent communities.  

Five alternatives have been identified for further evaluation within the study area, each of which
included at least one of the following elements:  freeway, bus, rail, intelligent transportation systems
(ITS), transportation demand management (TDM), truck, HOV, and roadway improvements.  The
five alternatives are as follows:

1. No Build 
2. Transportation Systems Management/Transportation Demand Management
3. Transit Enhancement
4. Ten Lane Facility
5. Twelve Lane Facility

An Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) is being prepared.  The
first step in preparing the EIR/EIS is conducting scoping in accordance with the Council on
Environmental Quality Guidelines for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
(40 CFR 1500-1508), FHWA’s guidelines for implementing NEPA (23 CFR 771), and Sections
15082 and 15083 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines.  The purpose of
the scoping process is to describe the proposed project and to solicit input from the general public and
public agencies regarding the scope of the alternatives and analysis to be included in the EIR/EIS.

This Scoping Summary Report describes the process undertaken by the Department and FHWA to
involve the public and to obtain comments on the proposed transportation improvements along the I-5
corridor.  In addition, this document summarizes the issues and comments raised during the scoping
period (November 9, 2001, to January 7, 2002) and also contains the actual comments received.

SCOPING OVERVIEW
{tc "SCOPING OVERVIEW " \l 2}Notice of Preparation and Notice of Intent
{tc "Notice of Preparation and Notice of Intent " \l 3}The scoping process was initiated with the
preparation and distribution of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and the publication of a Notice of
Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register.
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An NOP was circulated to public agencies and other interested parties, in compliance with Section
15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, on November 15, 2001.  The NOP is provided in Attachment 1 and
the NOP distribution list is provided in Attachment 2.  An NOI (Attachment 5) was published on
November 23, 2001 in the Federal Register (Volume 66, No. 226) for the project, in compliance with
federal regulation 40 CFR 1508.28.  Both the NOI and NOP are intended to inform public agencies
and the general public about the project and the environmental review process.  In addition, a Notice
of Scoping/Initiation of Studies (Attachment 3) was circulated to organizations, businesses and
residents notifying these interested parties of the scoping process being undertaken and the dates of
the scoping meetings.  

Comments and suggestions were invited from all interested parties in order to ensure that the full
range of issues related to the proposed improvements were addressed, and all significant issues
identified, in the Draft EIR/EIS.

Public Notification
{tc "Public Notification " \l 3}Several methods of notification were used in addition to the
publication of the NOI.  The NOP was sent to each city along the I-5 corridor project limits, as well
as responsible and trustee agencies.  The Notice of Scoping/Initiation of Studies, including an
attached map of the corridors, was sent to each city along the I-5 corridor project limits, responsible
and trustee agencies, and interested parties.  The public agencies were asked to post these materials in
a public place, as well as on their websites. 

An environmental scoping notice (Attachment 6) and a news release (Attachment 7) for the public
scoping meetings were sent to the newspapers shown below.  Publication dates of the notice in each
publication were as follows:

November 15, 2001:  Los Angeles Sentinel, Downey Herald American, Los Cerritos
Community News

November 16, 2001:  Buena Park/Anaheim Independent
November 19, 2001: Los Angeles Times, Orange County Register, La Opinion (Spanish

language publication)

In addition, information about the I-5 Corridor Improvement Project is available on an ongoing basis
via the Internet at www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/.  The Department’s website provides comprehensive
information about the planning process, including the proposed alternatives.  The website also
provides an opportunity to e-mail comments and questions directly to the Department.  Notices of the
scoping meeting were posted on the Department’s website.

Public Scoping Meetings
{tc "Public Scoping Meetings " \l 3}Two sets of scoping meetings were held in different locations
within the study area in December, 2001.  The first set of meetings was held at the La Mirada Activity
Center, located at 13810 La Mirada Boulevard in the City of La Mirada, on Monday December 3,
2001.  The first meeting, from 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m., was for local, regional, State and federal
agencies, followed by a second meeting from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m., for the general public.  A second
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set of meetings was held at the Norwalk Arts and Sports Complex, located at 13000 Clarkdale
Avenue in the City of Norwalk, on Wednesday, December 5, 2001.  The first meeting, from 3:00 p.m.
to 5:00 p.m., was for local, regional, State and federal agencies, followed by a second meeting from
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m., for the general public.  Approximately 150 people attended the four meetings.
The scoping meetings included exhibits and informational handouts about the project to help
participants learn about the planning and environmental review process, as well as the alternatives
and issues under consideration.

The scoping meetings were conducted in an “exhibit/presentation/question & answer” format.  As
participants entered the meetings, they were provided informational materials on the project and a
comment card for the submittal of written comments and questions about the project and the proposed
alignments.  Several display boards provided information, including an aerial photograph of the
proposed alternatives.  Representatives of the Department, FHWA, JPA, and the project consultants
were available to answer individual questions.  After allowing sufficient time for participants to
review the display boards, participants were invited to be seated for the presentation.  The
presentation included opening remarks by Caltrans Environmental Planning staff, project background
by Caltrans Project Management staff, a JPA presentation by a JPA representative, a project overview
including alternatives, environmental issues, and schedule by LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) staff, and a
question and answer period facilitated by Moore Iacafono and Goltsman Inc. (MIG) staff.  Visual
graphics were presented on a large screen throughout the presentations.  A copy of the Powerpoint
presentation made at the meetings is provided as Attachment 8.  After the question and answer period,
the meeting was closed and participants were invited to submit additional comments using the
comment cards provided.  Additionally, participants were invited to take extra comment cards to
distribute to their neighbors.

The informational materials provided by the Department and the JPA at the scoping meetings are
included as Attachment 8.  The handouts provided an overview of the proposed improvements, the
purpose of the scoping meeting, a review of the environmental process, a summary of the project
history, a tentative project schedule, a summary of the relationship to the interim HOV project, and
the names/address for additional questions and/or comments.  All the Department’s handout material
was provided in English and some material was provided in Spanish.  

SUMMARY OF ISSUES RAISED AT THE PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS
{tc "SUMMARY OF ISSUES RAISED AT THE PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS "
\l 2}Comments made at the scoping meetings identified a number of key issues to be addressed in the
Draft EIR/EIS for the I-5 Corridor Improvement Project.  MIG prepared handwritten wall graphics
during the scoping meetings to summarize the major comments and concerns raised at each meeting.
These graphics are provided as part of Attachment 8.  A Transcript of Proceedings was taken at each
scoping meeting, and is provided as Attachment 9.  All of the major comments raised during the
scoping meetings will be considered by the Department in developing the alternatives to be analyzed
in the Draft EIR/EIS.  Key issues are summarized below.

Project Limits, Alignment, and Traffic Issues
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Several agencies and members of the general public would like the project to analyze impacts to the
entire corridor, extending up to the Long Beach Freeway (I-710), because they perceive that the
project will have significant impacts in the City of Commerce and other areas north of I-605.
Similarly, many feel that outreach programs should be expanded to include residences and businesses
north of I-605.  Many agencies and business owners expressed their support of the 10-lane alternative,
as opposed to the 12-lane alternative to match the existing rebuild in Orange County.  

A comprehensive traffic management plan was requested as part of the project.  Truck and freight
movement was identified as an important issue to be analyzed in the EIR/EIS alternatives.  Truck
lanes were suggested, in addition to the restriction of trucks during community business hours.

Variable use lanes were suggested, similar to the reversible lanes on the Dan Ryan (I-90/I-94) in
Chicago.  Preservation of the rail right of way was noted, including the extension of the Green Line to
the Norwalk Transit Center.

A thorough analysis was requested to determine whether to lower the freeway or construct the
freeway at grade.  In addition, it was requested that impacts to local streets during the construction
phase be addressed in the EIR/EIS.  Detours were requested, and it was suggested that the
Department coordinate with impacted cities to address rerouting issues.

Economic Impacts and Parcel Acquisition
Impacted communities feel that {tc "Economic Impacts and Parcel Acquisition " \l 3}it is essential
to analyze the economic impacts of the project, both during and post-construction.  The commercial
properties along the corridor generate tremendous revenue for the impacted cities, and the project
may impact the economic viability of these cities.  As such, it was requested that business access
during construction be analyzed in the EIR/EIS.  

There is substantial concern related to parcel acquisition, and impacted cities would like to be
informed of the notifications sent to property owners.  Property owners are concerned that property
values will decrease with announcement of the project, and would like impacts to adjacent properties
to be analyzed as well.  Parcel for parcel trades were suggested for impacted businesses as opposed to
the direct purchase of property.  There is concern for the security of vacant properties during the
construction phase, as well as the safety of those property owners whose parcels are not acquired.

The JPA, local agencies, and the public request that the Department only acquire necessary properties
and investigate the use of non-standard elements in order to reduce right of way acquisitions.
Members of the public would like to be educated by the Department on the retention of Proposition
13 property tax transfer protections during acquisition.  The Department committed to hosting at least
two meetings to discuss property acquisition rights for residential and commercial property owners.

The City of Santa Fe Springs is particularly concerned with impacts related to parcel acquisition.  The
City would like to protect revenue generators, underground all utilities, and maintain adequate access
to properties and arterials.
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Community Impacts
{tc "Community Impacts " \l 3}Impacted communities would like to ensure that the project will
be consistent with local community plans.  They feel that it is essential to identify impacts to local
cultural resources, as well as impacts to nearby educational facilities.

JPA members would like to see adequate landscaping and maintenance to minimize aesthetic impacts.
It was requested that impacts to the Florence Avenue overcrossing be analyzed in the EIR/EIS,
including impacts to the pedestrian right of way for high school students south of the overcrossing.  A
Bloomfield Avenue interchange (pedestrian crossing) was requested, and residents would like to
maintain the walkway at Silver Bow Avenue.

Air and Noise
{tc "Air and Noise " \l 3}Noise abatement is of concern to impacted cities and members of the
general public. It was requested that impacts from vibrations to adjacent housing be addressed in the
EIR/EIS, including the use of rubberized pavement to reduce noise and vibration from the freeway.
Sound walls will primarily be used for residential areas, as commercial property owners value the
visibility from the freeway.  

It was requested that impacts regarding dust, traffic, pollution, and fumes caused by construction be
addressed in the EIR/EIS.  Air quality and noise impacts are of particular concern for elementary
school children near Mondon Avenue.  Concerns were raised regarding underground spills near
Firestone Boulevard, Rosecrans Avenue, and Bloomfield Avenue.

Geology and Hydrology
It was requested that e{tc "Geology and Hydrology " \l 3}xisting flooding problems near the I-5/I-
605 interchange south of Florence Avenue be analyzed in the EIR/EIS to determine impacts related to
hydrology.  Erosion concerns were raised regarding engineering plans at Spring Avenue and Freeway
Drive, as well as concerns regarding potential groundwater problems such as those that occurred on
the I-105 freeway.

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION
{tc "SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION " \l
2}The NOP was circulated on November 15, 2001.  Comments in response to the NOP were received
by the Department and are included in Attachment 10.  All of the major comments will be considered
by the Department in developing the alternatives to be analyzed in the Draft EIR/EIS, and are
summarized below.  These issues will be addressed in the appropriate sections of the Draft EIR/EIS.
The comment letters have been organized into the following categories:

State Agencies
California Department of Fish and Game
California Transportation Commission
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Native American Heritage Commission
Office of Planning and Research - State Clearinghouse

Regional Agencies
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
South Coast Air Quality Management District
The I-5 Consortium Cities Joint Powers Authority

Local Agencies
City of Buena Park, Department of Public Works
City of Cerritos
City of Commerce, Department of Public Services
City of Fullerton, Engineering Department
City of La Mirada
City of Norwalk
City of Santa Fe Springs
Orange County Clerk

Organizations
Friends of the Green Line

Businesses
Automobile Club of Southern California
Carmenita Office Park
Industrial Threaded Products, Inc.
LeFiell Manufacturing Company
Mike Thompson’s RV Superstores
Sullivan, Workman & Dee, LLP

Individuals
{tc "Individuals " \l 3}In addition, eight responses from individuals, two in e-mail form and six in
letter form, were received and are summarized later in this section.

Letters received in response to the issuance of the NOP for the I-5 Corridor provided valuable
insights into the issues and concerns of potentially affected agencies, groups, and individuals.  While
many of the letters identified topics that are required to be included in the Draft EIS/EIS, the
information and opinions provided in the letters identify specific issues to be addressed in the Draft
EIR/EIS.  
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A comprehensive list of the comment letters received for the Notice of Preparation is provided in
Table A. The letters are organized into the categories shown above, and the major topics discussed in
each letter are identified.  For a more detailed understanding of the issues and opinions expressed in
the comment letters, please see the complete set of NOP response letters provided in Attachment 10.
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Table A:  I-5 North Corridor Improvement Project NOP/NOI Commentors – Summary of Issues
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Federal Agencies

U.S. EPA X X X X X X X X X X X X

State Agencies

State Clearinghouse X

Native American Heritage Commission X

California Department of Fish and Game X X

California Transportation Commission X

Regional Agencies

SCAQMD X

I-5 Consortium Cities Joint Powers Authority X X X X X X X X X X X

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California X X



L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C . S C O P I N G  S U M M A R Y  R E P O R T
M A Y  2 0 0 2 I - 5  C O R R I D O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  P R O J E C T

P:\CDT130\Scoping Summary\Draft.rev 2.doc «08/30/02» 10

Environmental Topics
Project

Description Other

Name, Agency, and Address  A
es

th
et

ic
s

 A
gr

ic
ul

tu
re

 R
es

ou
rc

es

 A
ir 

Q
ua

lit
y

 B
io

lo
gi

ca
l R

es
ou

rc
es

 C
ul

tu
ra

l R
es

ou
rc

es

 C
um

ul
at

iv
e 

Im
pa

ct
s

 D
is

pl
ac

em
en

ts

 G
eo

lo
gy

/S
oi

ls

 H
az

ar
ds

 &
 H

az
ar

do
us

 M
at

er
ia

ls

 H
yd

ro
lo

gy
/W

at
er

 Q
ua

lit
y

 L
an

d 
U

se
/P

la
nn

in
g

 M
in

er
al

 R
es

ou
rc

es

 N
oi

se

 P
op

ul
at

io
n/

H
ou

sin
g

 P
ub

lic
 S

er
vi

ce
s

 R
ec

re
at

io
n

 T
ra

ns
po

rta
tio

n/
Tr

af
fic

 U
til

iti
es

 / 
Se

rv
ic

e 
Sy

st
em

s

 E
ig

ht
 L

an
es

 T
en

 L
an

es

 1
2 

La
ne

s

 T
ra

ns
it

 E
co

no
m

ic
 L

os
s

 O
th

er

Local Agencies

City of Buena Park X X X X X X X X X X X

City of Cerritos X

City of Commerce X X X

City of Fullerton X

City of La Mirada X X X X X X

City of Norwalk X X X X X X X X

City of Santa Fe Springs X X X X X X X X

Orange County Clerk X
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Interested Groups

Kenneth Alpern
Friends of the Green Line

X X

Businesses

George Ray
LeFiell Manufacturing Company
13700 Firestone Boulevard
Santa Fe Springs, CA  90670

X X X

Wade Lamming
Carmenita Office Park
13353 Alondra Blvd., Suite 200L
Santa Fe Springs, CA  90670

X

Joseph Dzida
Sullivan, Workman & Dee
800 South Figueroa Street, Suite 1200
Los Angeles, CA  90017-2521

X

Ronald Futrell
Industrial Threaded Products, Inc.
13580 Firestone Boulevard
Santa Fe Springs, CA  90670

X X X
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Frank DeGelas
Mike Thompson’s RV Super Stores
13940 Firestone Boulevard
Santa Fe Springs, CA  90670

X X X X X

John Ziegler
Automobile Club of Southern California

X X

Residents

Larry Blank
13050 Destino Lane
Cerritos, CA  90703-8606

X

Sam Hamo
1425 James Way
Anaheim, CA  92801

X

Judi Reyes
13523 Stanstead Avenue 
Norwalk, CA  90650-4410

X X X X

Victoria Holland
12861 Firestone Boulevard
Norwalk, CA  90650-5120

X X X
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Barry Christensen
324 N. Balcolm Avenue, #B
Fullerton, CA  92832

X X X

Charles & Bonnie Reynolds
11505 Lakeland Road
Santa Fe Springs, CA  90670

X

Debra Cordiera
11646 Hercules Street
Norwalk, CA 90650

X

Brian Cannell
728 Coyote Road
San Jose, CA  95111-2522

X
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State Agencies
{tc "State Agencies " \l 3}California Transportation Commission{tc "California
Transportation Commission " \l 4}.  The Commission expressed its concern about final project
funding and requested that costs be kept to a minimum.  The Commission requests that the Draft
EIR/EIS is completed in a timely manner in order for right-of-way acquisitions and construction to
proceed as planned.  The Commission has no preference among the four build alternatives, and
requests that the preferred alternative is chosen based on favorable transportation conditions, costs,
terrain, land use planning, and environmental effects.

State of California, Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC).  The NAHC recommended
that standard actions be taken in order to adequately assess potential impacts to archaeological
resources in the Draft EIR/EIS:

� Conduct a records search through the appropriate information center.
� If a survey is required, prepare a report that details the findings and recommendations of the

records search and field survey.
� Contact the NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Check and a list of appropriate Native American

contacts for consultation concerning the project site and for assistance in mitigation measures.
� If necessary, prepare a mitigation plan to address the identification and evaluation of accidentally

discovered archaeological resources, the disposition of recovered Native American artifacts, and
the discovery of human remains.

State of California, Department of Fish and Game (CDFG){tc "State of California, Department of
Fish and Game " \l 4}.  The CDFG requests that the following information be included in the Draft
EIR:

� A complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project area, including
endangered, threatened, and locally unique species and sensitive habitats.

� A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely affect
biological resources.

� A range of project alternatives that avoid and/or minimize impacts to sensitive biological
resources.

� Results of a formal wetland delineation following U.S. Army Corps of Engineers protocol.
� Potential impacts to a lake, stream or riparian resource (if a Lake or Streambed Alteration

Agreement is required) and adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting
commitments.

The CDFG requests the following information for issuance of a California Endangered Species Act
Permit:

� Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposal.
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� A Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan for plants listed as rare under
the Native Plant Protection Act.

Regional Agencies
{tc "Regional Agencies " \l 3}Metropolitan Water District of Southern California.  The
Metropolitan Water District (MWD) expressed its concern with the potential impacts from excavation
and construction to MWD facilities.  During project construction, the MWD requests the ability to
maintain right-of-way and access to MWD facilities.  The MWD would like to approve all
engineering designs for project activities that occur near MWD pipelines and right-of-way, and a
copy of “Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties and /or Easements of
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California” was enclosed for assistance in preparing
engineering designs.  The MWD encourages the use of water conservation measures in projects
within MWD service areas.

South Coast Air Quality Management District{tc "Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California.  The Metropolitan Water District (MWD) expressed its concern with the potential impacts
from excavation and construction to MWD facilities.  During project construction, the MWD requests
the ability to maintain right-of-way and access to MWD facilities.  The MWD would like to approve
all engineering designs for project activities that occur near MWD pipelines and right-of-way, and a
copy of AGuidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fe3Å " \l 4}.  The agency identified
topics for air quality analysis, a reference for air quality mitigation measures, and information
regarding data sources.  Construction and operational sources of air quality impacts were listed, and
an analysis of toxic air contaminants was also requested.  The AQMD World Wide Web Homepage,
the AQMD Public Information Center, and the CEQA Air Quality handbook were identified as
sources of additional information.

The I-5 Consortium Cities Joint Powers Authority (JPA){tc "The I-5 Consortium Cities Joint
Powers Authority (JPA) " \l 4}.  The JPA submitted two letters, one accepting the Department’s
invitation to act as a Responsible Agency, and one outlining its responsibilities under CEQA and
making recommendations for alternatives analysis.  The JPA would like member cities to execute
new or amended freeway agreements for the proposed expansion project.  According to the JPA, the
EIR/EIS should:

� Include an economic/fiscal impact analysis for all Corridor cities;  
� Identify all mitigation regarding the transfer of remnant parcels to corridor businesses;
� Address impacts to air quality, groundwater, noise, and transportation/traffic; and 
� Include an impact analysis of moving railroad tracks closer to adjacent properties.
In recommending a preferred alternative for the project, the JPA will consider a full range of
environmental, social, and community and economic impacts, including property and impact
mitigation, economic impacts and mitigation, noise and vibration, air quality, and temporary
construction impacts and mitigation.  The JPA requests that:
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� The Area of Potential Effect be extended north of I-605 and up to and including I-710;
� Build alternatives include Transportation Systems Management, Transportation Demand

Management and Transit Enhancement alternatives, in addition to a minimum section ten-lane
alternative consistent with the I-5 Major Investment Study;

� Build alternatives consider the use of innovative design approaches and nonstandard geometry to
produce a more narrow section where significant property impacts can be avoided;

� Build alternatives incorporate City land use policies and local roadway design criteria; and
� Build alternatives be consistent with the State Improvement Plan1 and are in compliance with the

Regional Transportation Plan and Regional Transportation Improvement Program. 

Local Agencies
{tc "Local Agencies " \l 3}City of Buena Park, Department of Public Works{tc "City of Buena
Park, Department of Public Works " \l 4}.  The City of Buena Park suggested that the following
topics be addressed in the EIR/EIS:  

� A ten-lane alternative consistent with the I-5 MIS and build alternatives that incorporate the
Transportation Systems Management, Transportation Demand Management, and Transit
Enhancement Alternative.  

� The expansion and interconnection of existing transit systems into the Transit Enhancement
Alternative.

� Build alternatives that consider City land use policies and local roadway design criteria.
� Build alternatives consistent with the State Improvement Plan and their effects upon air quality.
� The use of innovative design approaches for build alternatives that affect City streets or private

properties, and design options for nonstandard geometry.
� Mitigation measures for residents and businesses impacted by the build alternatives.
� Impacts to groundwater, noise and vibration, transportation and circulation; economic/fiscal

impacts to Corridor cities; and the impacts of moving railroad tracks closer to adjacent properties.

City of Cerritos{tc "City of Cerritos " \l 4}.  The City of Cerritos expressed its concern regarding
potential impacts to the City’s traffic system.  The City would like to review and comment on the
proposed traffic management plan, which should incorporate the City’s existing truck route system.
The City supports the proposed improvements to the I-5/Carmenita Road interchange, and requests
that construction hours are limited to 7 a.m. to 4 p.m.

City of Commerce, Department of Public Services.  The City of Commerce expresses its support
for a ten-lane facility modified as to standards in specific locations.  The City requests that the

                                                     
1 It is assumed that the JPA is referring to the State Implementation Plan for air quality since the

comment addresses air quality.
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EIR/EIS include the section from I-605 to I-710, in addition to an analysis of impacts to detours on
local streets.  They are concerned with the acquisition and relocation of residential and commercial
properties, specifically regarding the timeline and rights of individual property owners.  The City is
strongly opposed to the use of HOV lanes, and believes they should be discontinued throughout the
State.  Time limits are suggested for trucks on all freeways in an effort to reduce congestion.

City of Fullerton, Engineering Department{tc "City of Fullerton, Engineering Department " \l
4}.  The City of Fullerton requests active participation in the planning process, including any
information, meetings, and document review associated with the proposed I-5 expansion.  The City
states that the proposed project could have impacts on traffic circulation, and combined with future
development, could significantly impact traffic volumes on the I-5 freeway.  They wish to be
consulted on any rail improvements to be made during the course of the project.

City of La Mirada{tc "City of La Mirada " \l 4}.  The City of La Mirada expressed the following
concerns regarding the I-5 Corridor Improvement Project, and request that they be addressed in the
EIR/EIS: 

� A ten-lane alternative consistent with the I-5 MIS. 
� Environmental, social, and economic impacts, including impacts to air quality, aesthetics, and

noise; impacts from construction; and economic/fiscal impacts to the City of La Mirada.
� The expansion of community outreach and public relation programs.
� Mitigation measures that include the transfer of remnant parcels to corridor businesses. 
� Zoning and roadway design criteria for the City of La Mirada, and short/long term impacts of

detouring traffic onto local streets.  
In addition, the City states that the member cities of the I-5 JPA must execute new or amended
freeway agreements prior to I-5 improvements.  

City of Norwalk{tc "City of Norwalk " \l 4}.  The City of Norwalk requested that the following
issues be addressed in the EIR/EIS:  

� A ten-lane alternative consistent with the MIS.
� Build alternatives consistent with the State Improvement Plan, Regional Transportation Plan, and

Regional Transportation Improvement Plan, and their impacts to air quality.
� Build alternatives that include City land use policies and local roadway design criteria; the use of

non-standard geometry.
� Build alternatives that include the Transportation Systems Management, Transportation Demand

Management, and Transit Enhancement alternatives, including expansion of existing transit
systems, the Metro Green Line, and a remote LAX check-in at the Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs
Transit Center.

� Economic/fiscal impacts to Corridor cities; noise and vibration impacts.
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� Mitigation measures that include the transfer of remnant parcels to Corridor businesses; parking
and access impacts to Corridor businesses; and design elements to reduce property impacts.

City of Santa Fe Springs{tc "City of Santa Fe Springs " \l 4}.  The City of Santa Fe Springs
expressed its support to the JPA and requested that the following issues be addressed in the EIR/EIS:
impacts to public utilities and services; local, regional, and State water quality requirements; and
mitigation measures for fugitive dust under AQMD Rule 403.  

In addition, the City of Santa Fe Springs requests that: 

� The Department ensure ongoing landscape maintenance;
� Conflicting parcel acquisitions are reviewed with the City of Santa Fe Springs on a case by case

basis;
� Impacts to drainage are remedied by the Department and maintained by the State;
� Proper fire protection notification is given to the County of Los Angeles, Santa Fe Springs Fire

Department, Police Services Center, and Municipal Services Yard;
� The Department maintain community relations with the City of Santa Fe Springs;
� Detour and traffic control plans are reviewed and approved by the City;
� Streets are cleaned and swept as determined by the City Engineer;
� An application for a temporary water meter is obtained from the City Finance Department;
� Design standards conform to the latest Streets and Highways Code and City Standards; and
� The City of Santa Fe Springs be included as a member of the project design team.

Orange County Clerk.  The Orange County Clerk confirmed the receipt of the NOP and verified that
it was posted in the office of the County Clerk for 30 days.

Organizations
{tc "Organizations " \l 3}Friends of the Green Line.  In addition to the I-5 expansion project, the
Friends of the Green Line request that the Department help fund the Green Line extension to the
Norwalk Transit Center in order to further reduce congestion between Los Angeles and Orange
counties.

Businesses

{tc "Businesses " \l 3}Automobile Club of Southern California{tc "Automobile Club of Southern
California " \l 4}.  The Auto Club requests that:

� I-5 be widened to include additional mixed flow and HOV lanes;
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� 10 and 12 lane alternatives be included in the EIR, and bridges and overcrossings be redesigned
to accommodate the 12 lane alternative; and

� Environmental, design and construction work be continued as quickly and efficiently as possible.

Carmenita Office Park{tc "Carmenita Office Park " \l 4}.  The Office Park wished to be put on the
distribution list for future notices and announcements.

Industrial Threaded Products, Inc.  The company is concerned with the loss of corporate property
and major economic and financial loss that the company, its vendors, customers, and employees may
suffer as a result of the proposed project.  The company was not able to make comments by the
January 7, 2002, deadline, and is currently in the process of hiring legal counsel to protect the
interests of the company.

LeFiell Manufacturing Company{tc "LeFiell Manufacturing Company " \l 4}.  LeFiell expressed
its concern for the economic and financial loss that the company may suffer if relocated as a result of
the freeway expansion.  The company would like the Department to consider an alternative that
would allow them to remain at their existing location.

Mike Thompson’s RV Superstores.  The owner of the RV Superstore expressed his concern
regarding the financial and economic loss that the company may suffer if portions of the existing
property are acquired as part of the I-5 expansion.  The owner is concerned that visibility of the
business from the I-5 freeway during and after construction will be obstructed, contributing to a loss
of business.  The company is also concerned with access and street parking on Firestone Boulevard
due to the quantity and frequency of customers on a daily basis.  The company is willing to cooperate
with the City of Santa Fe Springs and the Department in order to acquire remnant properties, provided
that the parcels are adjacent to their existing property line.

Sullivan, Workman & Dee, LLP{tc "Sullivan, Workman & Dee, LLP " \l 4}.  The company wished
to be placed on the distribution list for future notices.

Individuals

{tc "Individuals " \l 3}Larry Blank{tc "Larry Blank " \l 4}.  This individual suggests that an
extension of the I-105 freeway to the I-5 freeway be included as part of the proposed project.  

Brian Cannell.  This individual wished to be placed on a distribution list for future notices, including
a fact sheet and a map of the project.
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Debra Cordiera{tc "Debra Cordiera " \l 4}.  This individual would like to receive a copy of the
transcripts from the public scoping meetings on December 3 and December 5, 2001.

Barry Christensen{tc "Barry Christensen " \l 4}.  This individual encourages the widening of the I-5
freeway north of the Orange County line and supports the extension of the Metro Rail Green Line
across the I-5 freeway to the Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs Metrolink Station.  He suggests that funding
efforts are coordinated with the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Sam Hamo{tc "Sam Hamo " \l 4}.  This individual wished to be placed on the distribution list for
future notices.

Victoria Holland.  This individual is concerned that the City of Norwalk has plans to acquire her
property for a redevelopment project before the Department acquires the property for the I-5
expansion, resulting in a substantial loss of relocation benefits.  She would like to be placed on the
distribution list for future notices.

Judi Reyes{tc "Judi Reyes " \l 4}.  This individual is concerned for the financial loss she may suffer
as a result of her home’s location with respect to the proposed freeway expansion, including its
proximity to the sound wall and freeway entrance.  She would like to be placed on the distribution list
for future notices.

Charles and Bonnie Reynolds.{tc "Charles and Bonnie Reynolds. " \l 4}  These individuals are
concerned with traffic congestion near the 
I-5/I-605 interchange.  They are in support of the expansion of I-5 to 12 lanes.

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO THE NOTICE OF INTENT
{tc "SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO THE NOTICE OF INTENT " \l 2}The NOI
was published in the Federal Register on November 23, 2001.  The review period for the NOI
concluded on January 7, 2002.  Comments in response to the NOI were received by the FHWA, and
are included as Attachment 11.  Provided below is the response letter that was received by FHWA
regarding the I-5 Corridor Improvement Project.  The letter is shown on the list of comment letters
received for the NOI in Table A, above.  Substantive comments that will be addressed in the Draft
EIR/EIS are summarized below.  

Federal Agencies
{tc "Federal Agencies " \l 3}U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX.  The EPA
suggests the submission of a concise purpose and need statement, and provides a list of information to
be included in the statement.  A collective NEPA analysis that covers the four I-5 interchange
improvement projects is recommended to the FHWA and the Department.  The agency insists that a
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broad range of alternatives be explored in the EIS, including the ‘no action’ and ‘no build’
alternatives.  A discussion of direct, indirect and cumulative effects is recommended for the EIS.  The
agency recommends that traffic modeling for the EIS should be as transparent as possible for the
public and decision makers.  An example document is noted as available upon request.  Air quality
determinations are recommended that reflect regional and local impacts, as well as impacts associated
with project construction and implementation.  The agency requests that the EIS address potential
impacts to waters of the U.S., endangered species, cultural and historic resources, and minority and
low income populations.  The use of recycling is recommended during construction as a means to
minimize construction waste, and the EPA website is provided as a source of additional information
related to EPA-designated recycling materials.  The regional EPA office requests two copies of the
EIS.

CONCLUSION
{tc "CONCLUSION " \l 2}Responses to the NOIs and NOPs identified a number of key
environmental issues that will be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS for the I-5 Corridor.  Some of the
key issues include the following:

� Identification of transit improvements to complement any freeway widening
� Displacement of homes and businesses and the schedule for relocation and property values of

remaining properties
� Provision for adequate pedestrian safety across the facility, including access to schools
� Indirect effects to existing land uses, including noise, air quality, vibration, visual, and property

access
� Existing flooding conditions south of the I-5/605 interchange
� Extension of the study limits to include the area between I-605 and I-710.
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ATTACHMENT 1

NOTICE OF PREPARATION
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